
276986 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
 
Application of Southern California 
Edison Company (U 338-E) for a 
Commission Finding that its 
Procurement-Related and Other 
Operations for the Record Period 
January 1 Through December 31, 2006 
Complied with its Adopted 
Procurement Plan; for Verification of its 
Entries in the Energy Resources 
Recovery Account and Other 
Regulatory Accounts; and for Recovery 
of $4.863 Million Recorded in Four 
Memorandum Accounts. 
 

 
 
 
Application No. 07-04-001  

  
 
 

PROTEST OF THE DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES 
 

 
 
 
 

ELIZABETH DORMAN  
LISA-MARIE SALVACION 
 
Attorneys for the Division of Ratepayer 
Advocates 
 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: (415) 703-2069 

May 7, 2007     Fax: (415) 703-2262 

F I L E D 
05-07-07
04:59 PM



 2

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Application of Southern California 
Edison Company (U 338-E) for a 
Commission Finding that its 
Procurement-Related and Other 
Operations for the Record Period 
January 1 Through December 31, 2006 
Complied with its Adopted 
Procurement Plan; for Verification of its 
Entries in the Energy Resources 
Recovery Account and Other 
Regulatory Accounts; and for Recovery 
of $4.863 Million Recorded in Four 
Memorandum Accounts. 

 
 
 
Application No. 07-04-001 

  
 
 

PROTEST OF THE DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES  
 

I. INTRODUCTION 
Pursuant to Rules 1.7, 2.6 and 11.1 of the California Public Utilities Commission’s 

(Commission’s) Rules of Practice and Procedure, the Division of Ratepayer Advocates 

(DRA) submits this Protest of Southern California Edison Company’s (SCE) Application 

(A.) 07-04-001, filed April 2, 2006.  In a separate filing, DRA moves to strike portions of 

SCE’s application relating to the Mohave Generating Station that request Commission 

approval of the Mohave Balancing Account (MBA) and portions of SCE’s testimony in 

support of that request.   

II. PROTEST 
SCE’s application seeks Commission review of procurement-related activities for 

the Record Period of January 1 through December 31, 2006, and requests approval of: (1) 
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its recorded fuel expenses and energy expenses; (2) its contract administration, economic 

dispatch of generation resources, and related spot market transactions; (3) and other 

operations.  In addition, SCE requests recovery of the revenue requirement associated 

with an under-collection of $4.863 million. 

While it is still too early to identify specific issues, DRA anticipates issues will 

arise regarding the following: 

• whether the generation outages and fuel purchases were reasonable; 

• whether SCE administers and manages the QF and non-QF contracts in 

accordance with the contract provisions and follows Commission guidelines; 

• whether SCE achieved least cost dispatch of its energy resources, including 

day-ahead and hour-ahead transactions; 

• whether the entries in the ERRA balancing account are reasonable; 

• whether the inclusion in this ERRA application of additional, non-ERRA 

balancing accounts, including the MBA, are reasonable. 

 DRA expects other issues may arise in the course of discovery. 

III. SCHEDULE 
DRA requests an opportunity to review and conduct discovery in the above areas.  

As in most ERRA review proceedings, SCE’s application and supporting documents are 

voluminous, and the scope of review requires an ample amount of time for DRA to make 

a thorough evaluation.  DRA finds SCE’s proposed schedule generally reasonable, and is 

consistent with past ERRA compliance review proceedings.  However, slight 

modifications were made to accommodate DRA’s conflict with the ongoing Pacific Gas 

& Electric Company’s ERRA compliance proceeding.  DRA believes these modifications 

are reasonable, and would not prejudice SCE’s request for a final Commission decision 

by December 20, 2007.   
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DRA recommends adoption of the following proposed schedule assuming DRA’s 

separate motion to strike portions of SCE’s application and testimony are granted1: 

 
 Application Filed   April 2, 2007 
 Prehearing Conference (PHC) May 21, 2007 
 DRA Testimony   August 3, 2007 
 Utility Reply Testimony  August 31, 2007 
 Hearings (if needed)   September 17-19, 2007 
 Concurrent Briefs   To Be Determined     
 Proposed Decision    November 16, 2007 
 Comments on Proposed Decision November 29, 2007 
 Replies to Comments  December 6, 2007 
 Final Commission Decision December 20, 2007 
 

DRA appreciates the opportunity to perform the review, discovery and analyses 

necessary to fairly evaluate this application.   

 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/  LISA-MARIE SALVACION 

————————————— 
LISA-MARIE SALVACION  
Staff Counsel 
 
Attorney for the Division of Ratepayer 
Advocates 
 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: (415) 703-2262 

May 7, 2007 Fax: (415) 703-2069 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 

                                                           
1

  Should DRA’s motion be denied, DRA reserves the right to recommend adoption of a schedule that would accommodate 
the voluminous additional work required by MBA review. 
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I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of “PROTEST OF THE 

DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES OF SOUTHERN CAIFORNIA 

EDISON’S TESTIMONY” in  

A.07-04-001 by using the following service: 

[ X ] E-Mail Service: sending the entire document as an attachment to an e-mail 

message to all known parties of record to this proceeding who provided electronic mail 

addresses. 

[   ] U.S. Mail Service:  mailing by first-class mail with postage prepaid to all 

known parties of record who did not provide electronic mail addresses. 

Executed on the 7th day of May, 2007 at San Francisco, California.  
 
 

/s/                 ALBERT HILL 
Albert Hill 

N O T I C E  
 

Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities 
Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, 
CA  94102, of any change of address and/or e-mail address to 
insure that they continue to receive documents.  You must indicate 
the proceeding number on the service list on which your name 
appears. 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * ** * * * * * * *  

 



 

 

 
SERVICE LIST 

A.07-04-001 
Robert.Keeler@sce.com; 
bdp@cpuc.ca.gov; 
mrw@mrwassoc.com; 
samara.mindel@constellation.com; 
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